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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,
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)
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NO. 47292-2019 & 47293-2019
ADA COUNTY NO. CR0l-18-39976
& CR0l-18-40215
APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Nature of the Case
In these consolidated appeals, Brant Stephen Nye appeals from his judgments of
conviction for aggravated battery and malicious injury to property. Mr. Nye entered Alford1
pleas to both charges and the district court imposed unified sentences of fifteen years, with ten
years determinate, and five years indeterminate. Mr. Nye appeals, and he asserts that the district
court abused its discretion by imposing excessive sentences.

1

North Carolina v. Alford, 400 U.S. 25 (1970).

1

Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
On August 17, 2018, Jennifer Traughber reported that Mr. Nye, her ex-boyfriend, entered
her home and hit her in the face five times. (Presentence Investigation Report (hereinafter, PSI),
p.1.) She believed that this incident happened due to her terminating Mr. Nye's employment
three weeks prior. (PSI, p.2.) Mr. Nye also allegedly hit Ms. Traughber's boyfriend. (PSI, p.2.)
Later that same day, Ms. Traughber' s brother noticed damage to her vehicle and found her house
in disarray. (PSI, p.2.)
In docket number 47292, Mr. Nye was charged with aggravated battery, violation of a no
contact order, burglary, and battery.

(R., p.42.)

The State also filed a persistent violator

enhancement. (R., p.50.) Mr. Nye entered an Alford plea to aggravated battery and the State
dismissed the remaining counts and the enhancement. (R., p.102.) The district court imposed a
unified sentence of fifteen years, with ten years determinate. (R., p.119.)
In docket number 47293, Mr. Nye was charged with burglary and malicious injury to
property. (R., p.158.) He entered an Alford plea to malicious injury to property and the State
dismissed the remaining charge. (R., p.205.) The district court imposed a unified sentence of
five years indeterminate, to run consecutive to the aggravated battery charge.
Mr. Nye appealed in both cases. (R., pp.123, 226.)
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(R., p.222.)

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed unified sentences of fifteen years, with
ten years determinate, and five years indeterminate, upon Mr. Nye following his Alford plea to
aggravated battery and malicious injury to property?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Imposed Unified Sentences Of Fifteen Years,
With Ten Years Determinate, And Five Years Indeterminate, Upon Mr. Nye Following His
Alford Plea To Aggravated Battery And Malicious Injury To Property
"It is well-established that ' [w ]here a sentence is within statutory limits, an appellant has
the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on the part of the court imposing the
sentence."' State v. Pierce, 150 Idaho 1, 5 (2010) (quoting State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294
(1997) (alteration in original)).

Here, Mr. Nye's sentences do not exceed the statutory

maximum. Accordingly, to show that the sentence imposed was unreasonable, Mr. Nye "must
show that the sentence, in light of the governing criteria, is excessive under any reasonable view
of the facts." State v. Strand, 137 Idaho 457, 460 (2002).
"'Reasonableness' of a sentence implies that a term of confinement should be tailored to
the purpose for which the sentence is imposed." State v. Adamcik, 152 Idaho 445, 483 (2012)
(quoting State v. Stevens, 146 Idaho 139, 148 (2008)).
In examining the reasonableness of a sentence, the Court conducts an independent
review of the entire record available to the trial court at sentencing, focusing on
the objectives of criminal punishment: (1) protection of society; (2) deterrence of
the individual and the public; (3) possibility of rehabilitation; and (4) punishment
or retribution for wrongdoing.
Stevens, 146 Idaho at 148. "A sentence is reasonable if it appears necessary to accomplish the

primary objective of protecting society and to achieve any or all of the related goals of
deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution." State v. Delling, 152 Idaho 122, 132 (2011).

3

When asked about the instant offenses, Mr. Nye explained that he had been in a
relationship with Ms. Traughber and that he was a running a concrete business with her. (PSI,
p.6.) He stated that he met with her to discuss some business matter and to explain that if they
were not going to be in a romantic relationship that he wanted to end the business relationship.
(PSI, p.6.) He stated that later he went to her residence to pick up tools and paychecks; when he
entered the house he encountered Ms. Traughber and her boyfriend, which is when the fight
began. (PSI, p.6.) Mr. Nye stated that was upset and remorseful and that he had tried to
overdose on heroin "to kill myself when my charges came." (PSI, p. 7.)
Mr. Nye addressed the district court at the sentencing hearing. He stated,
Your Honor, during the past few months, I have struggled to piece together the
words as to what I was going to say when I came before you today.
My first plan was to come before the Court today and argue to some incorrect
information that was mentioned in my discovery as well as my PSI; however, I
am not going to do that. Rather, I'm going to agree with one key fact that I am
sure the State, the Court noticed, mentioned repeatedly throughout my PSI, which
is I need to stabilize my mental health.
I've been incarcerated. My medication has been monitored. I did not have to
worry about the doctor I would not see, financially being able to afford them, or
any of the other issues that affect those who struggled with similar mental health
needs.
Unfortunately, once I was released, the same method of monitoring was not in
place, and I because to backslide with the mental health issues and behaviors. I
spent the previous years working on getting my medications in check with the
assistance of [my] health provider.
I attempted to address my mental health issues with my parole officer and came
up with a plan to get back on track and to a place where I was mentally stable,
which all is mentioned in my PSI. But regrettably, before plans came to fruition, I
had a mental lapse during which the incident occurred as a result of not knowing
where else to turn to.
As I stand before you today, I still struggle with mental health issues; however, I
am back on my medication, lucky enough to be in a place where it is monitored. I
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know now, as I wish I knew then, the important of getting my mental health care
plan put together for the community prior to my release.
The best I can ensure is that if another mental health lapse ever occurs, that there
is no possible way that I'd hurt myself, or, even worse, another individual. I can
blame no one but myself for my actions; however, I humbly ask the Court to
consider that, the person I am when I am on my mental health medication.
(Tr., p.58, L.4 - p.59, L.20.) Mr. Nye has been diagnosed with Major Depressive Disorder and
was placed on medication management while previously incarcerated. (PSI, p.10.)
Counsel emphasized that Mr. Nye had accepted responsibility for his actions and
acknowledged that seeing Ms. Traughber's boyfriend triggered him that evening. (Tr., p.47, L.8
- p.48, L.6.) Counsel believed that Mr. Nye was a man who was in love with someone, got hurt,
and lashed out. (Tr., p.52, Ls.11-15.) Mr. Nye was also in a very depressed state at the time.
(Tr., p.52, Ls.16-20.) He had even reached out to his probation officer before the incident, who
requested a mental health evaluation which was not completed before this incident. (Tr., p.53,
Ls.5-9.)
Counsel for Mr. Nye recommended an aggregate sentence of ten years, with three years
determinate, and the court retain jurisdiction.

(Tr., p.56, Ls.8-14.) Counsel believed it was

important to give Mr. Nye a chance to show what he can do when the court is monitoring him.
(Tr., p.56., Ls.13-18.)
Considering that Mr. Nye accepted responsibility for his actions in this case, expressed
remorse, and recognized his mental health issues and that he needed to better manage his
medication, Mr. Nye respectfully submits that the district court abused its discretion by imposing
excessive sentences in this case.
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CONCLUSION
Mr. Nye respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentences as it deems
appropriate. Alternatively, he requests that his case be remanded to the district court for a new
sentencing hearing.
DATED this 26 th day of February, 2020.

Isl Justin M. Curtis
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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